Introduction {#Sec1}
============

Youth age 15--24 years account for 42% of new HIV diagnoses worldwide \[[@CR1]\]. Uptake of HIV testing and counseling (HTC) by these youth remains inadequate \[[@CR2], [@CR3]\]. It is estimated that only 15% of young women and 10% of young men in sub-Saharan Africa know their HIV status \[[@CR4]\]. HIV incidence among 15--24 year olds is high, particularly among young women, where 7500 young women are estimated to acquire HIV each week \[[@CR5]\]. From 2010 through 2015, UNAIDS estimates only a 6% decline in HIV incidence among females age 15--24 years \[[@CR5]\]. Focused HIV prevention on this age group remains a priority given the bold target of reducing the annual rate of new HIV infections among adolescent and young women to under 100,000 by 2020 \[[@CR5]\].

HTC is the first step into both the HIV prevention and treatment cascade. HTC not only identifies one's HIV status, but can also positively influence one's sexual risk behavior and reduce the likelihood of future HIV acquisition or further transmission \[[@CR6], [@CR7]\]. Reported socio-demographic factors associated with HTC include older age, marriage, higher educational status, urban residence, higher socio-economic status (SES), and reporting a single partner \[[@CR8], [@CR9]\]. For youth age 15--24 years, studies have shown pregnancy or ever having made someone pregnant, urban residence, higher education (for men), and a higher frequency of clinic visits are all predictors of HTC among South African youth. Additionally, being HIV+ (among men) or knowing someone who has died of AIDS (for men), possessing knowledge of HIV, having had a parental discussion regarding HIV, and participating in HIV prevention programming are also predictors of HIV testing in youth \[[@CR10], [@CR11]\]. Youth also report significant psychological barriers to HIV testing including lack of community support and perceived negative attitudes of health care workers \[[@CR12]\]. Further understanding the factors that lead youth to undergo HIV testing is critical to creating focused strategies to increase HTC uptake amongst this at-risk population.

National AIDS programs have tried to motivate high-risk youth to regularly undergo HTC, but have not always been successful, especially among adolescents and young adults \[[@CR5]\]. Programs have relied on traditional facility-based HTC which has evolved to include both provider-initiated testing and routine, or opt-out, testing. To reach those community members who do not regularly access health care, community-based approaches such as mobile HTC, home-based HTC, and self-testing have been developed \[[@CR13]--[@CR19]\]. For youth, home-based and self-testing strategies may provide increased confidentiality. No matter what method is used, truly supportive services that provide non-judgmental, empathetic counseling services is critical for youth buy-in and their continued access of both HIV prevention and treatment services \[[@CR20]\]. While individually these approaches hold promise \[[@CR16], [@CR21]\], a combination of approaches will likely be necessary to attain universal HTC coverage to reach 90% of those living with HIV, the goal set by UNAIDS for 2020 \[[@CR22]\]. Each of these methods are being used to target youth age 15--24 years, but have not been evaluated to determine their optimal use among this vulnerable and important age group \[[@CR20]\]. Further studies are needed to demonstrate acceptability and improvement in HTC uptake for youth \[[@CR20], [@CR21]\].

Traditionally, young men have poorly sought out health services. Voluntary medical male circumcision programs have successfully reached over 11 million adolescent boys in Africa since 2008 \[[@CR5]\]. UNAIDS aims to use this platform to provide over 90% of men age 10--29 years with customized, age-appropriate health services by 2021 \[[@CR5]\].

Project Accept was a community-level cluster randomized trial of a multilevel structural HIV prevention intervention with mobile HTC conducted from 2007 to 2010 across a variety of communities in Thailand, Zimbabwe, Tanzania, and both urban (Soweto) and rural (Vulindlela) South Africa \[[@CR23], [@CR24]\]. The primary outcome, community-level HIV incidence, was compared between communities randomized to community-based voluntary counseling and testing (CBVCT) with mobile testing and study-supported stigma-reducing interventions versus traditional facility-based or standard voluntary counseling and testing (SVCT). HIV prevalence varied among study sites from \<1% in Thailand to 31% in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa. An interim evaluation of HTC in 2009, using HTC service utilization data available from Tanzania, Zimbabwe and Thailand, showed 28% of HTC clients in CBVCT communities were receiving repeat HTC and that across three community pairs, HTC uptake was 40% higher among clinic clients in CBVCT communities \[[@CR25]\]. This study utilized limited data collected on the subjects who used HTC services and could therefore not fully evaluate socio-demographic and behavioral determinants of HTC. Using the more detailed post-intervention cross-sectional survey data, the primary analysis showed a 25% increase in recent HTC (over the prior 12 months) in CBVCT versus SVCT communities. This increase was more profound for men (45% increase) than women (15% increase) \[[@CR13]\]. The diversity of Project Accept sites provides a unique opportunity to evaluate socio-demographic and behavioral determinants of HTC across a broad spectrum of HIV epidemics spanning two continents, four countries, and rural and urban communities, to evaluate which subgroups mobile VCT may be most effective at targeting. This analysis aims to determine age related differences in HTC uptake among HPTN 043 Project Accept post-intervention survey participants, comparing youth age 18--24 years to those 25--32 years, by site, study arm and gender, to inform future strategies to improve HTC uptake among youth.

Methods {#Sec2}
=======

Project Accept was a community-level cluster-randomized trial of community mobilization, mobile HTC, and post-test support services aimed at reducing community-wide HIV incidence and HIV-related stigma conducted during 2007--2010 in 48 communities in Thailand, Zimbabwe, Tanzania, and two sites in South Africa (Vulindlela, KwaZulu Natal and Soweto, Gauteng). Study outcomes were assessed using a cross-sectional, population-based, post-intervention household survey that was conducted from 2009 to 2011. Methodology is described in detail elsewhere \[[@CR23], [@CR24]\]. Briefly, men and women ages 18--32 were recruited across all 48 communities, regardless of participation in Project Accept activities or participation in the baseline survey. Using a complete listing of community households, households were randomly selected and visited by interview teams until they attained the pre-specified sample size to assess the primary outcome of community-level HIV incidence \[[@CR24]\]. After permission was obtained from the head of the household, eligible household members were then listed, and one was randomly selected for participation in a detailed socio-demographic and behavioral assessment using the Kish grid method and consented for participation. All surveys and participant consents were approved by all involved US institutions and local ethics committees. This sub-study was considered IRB-exempt by the Johns Hopkins School of Public Health Institutional Review Board.

Measures {#Sec3}
--------

Survey questions were designed collaboratively with all sites. HIV testing was evaluated first by having ever been tested, second by the timing of that testing (\>3 years, 1--3 years or \<1 year) and finally by the frequency of testing (once versus repeated). Recent HIV testing, defined as HTC over the prior 12 months, was used as the outcome to assess for both the intervention's effect and the need for recurrent HTC among high-risk sub-groups.

Socio-demographic factors included age, gender, education, marital status, SES, and employment. Marital status was classified as currently married or unmarried. SES was assessed using site-specific, local definitions compositing income and household assets and classified as low, medium or high. Behavioral factors included sexual activity, number of partners, frequency of sexual activity, and frequency of condom use. Recent sexual risk behavior was assessed during the 6 months prior to survey participation.

Statistical Analyses {#Sec4}
--------------------

Out of the original 14,291 post-intervention survey participants who completed the detailed socio-demographic and behavioral interview, 536 subjects with incomplete data were excluded. All analyses were performed on the remaining 13,755 participants with complete data. Multivariate logistic regression models were used with recent testing (defined as HIV testing in the prior 12 months) as the outcome. Significance of predictors was assessed by likelihood ratio tests at the 0.05 level. First, a base model including site, gender, intervention, age category (18--24 vs. 25--32 years), and their significant interactions was built. Next, individual socio-demographic and behavioral factors were added one by one to the base model, including its interactions with gender, age, intervention, and site. The final model was obtained by simultaneously adding all significant factors and interactions from these smaller models to the base model and removing all insignificant terms. Two versions of the final model were fitted: unadjusted for community effects (59 parameters) and adjusted for community effects (97 parameters). Adjustment for community effects was done by contrasts that summed to zero within each site-by-intervention combination so that overall site and intervention effects would not be affected by adjustment for community. Confidence intervals are based on Wald tests. The analysis was performed in the R software environment.

Results {#Sec5}
=======

Study Population {#Sec6}
----------------

There were 13,755 participants age 18--32 years who completed Project Accept's detailed socio-demographic and behavioral post-intervention survey and had complete data in all variables considered for analysis (Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"}). Among all survey participants, 34.6% reported at least one recent HIV test in CBVCT communities and 29.3% in SVCT communities (Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"}). Among youth participants age 18--24 years, 31.8% reported recent HIV testing in CBVCT communities and 26.9% in SVCT communities (Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"}). Only 22.0 and 16.1% of young men (18--24 years) reported recent testing in CBVCT and SVCT communities, respectively. Testing rates in young women (18--24 years) were at least twice as large (Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"}).Table 1Study population: Participant characteristics of HPTN 043 project accept post-intervention cross-sectional community surveySiteThailandZimbabweTanzaniaKwaZulu-NatalSowetoAll sitesInterventionCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTn1505 (%)1569 (%)1248 (%)1243 (%)1386 (%)1379 (%)1293 (%)1234 (%)1439 (%)1459 (%)6871 (%)6884 (%)Gender Male49.151.143.746.241.943.142.541.245.244.744.645.5 Female50.948.956.353.858.156.957.558.854.855.355.454.5Age group 18--2445.648.148.149.141.939.058.563.452.554.649.250.6 25--3254.451.951.950.958.161.041.536.647.545.450.849.4Education (years) 0--533.519.53.53.523.424.62.62.60.51.013.310.7 6--937.741.440.139.362.165.89.117.36.55.331.233.9 10--1220.726.351.450.113.68.685.076.270.068.147.344.9 13 or more8.112.84.97.10.91.03.34.023.025.78.310.6SES group Low37.927.923.828.631.235.817.522.15.84.723.423.6 Medium30.231.929.325.046.645.565.061.962.165.946.646.0 High32.040.246.946.422.218.817.516.032.129.330.030.4Employment Yes88.785.757.063.463.064.839.638.858.258.462.163.3 No11.314.343.036.637.035.260.461.241.841.637.936.7Marital status Married55.749.253.154.751.253.42.62.08.87.334.533.7 Unmarried44.350.846.945.348.846.697.498.091.292.765.566.3Ever had sex Yes87.484.085.787.590.592.887.685.291.491.688.688.2 No12.616.014.312.59.57.212.414.88.68.411.411.8*n* number of subjects participating in the post-intervention survey, *CBVCT* community-based voluntary counseling and testing, *SVCT* standard voluntary counseling and testing Table 2HIV testing history: reported HIV testing history in HPTN 043 project accept post-intervention surveySiteThailandZimbabweTanzaniaKwaZulu-NatalSowetoAll sitesInterventionCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTn1505 (%)1569 (%)1248 (%)1243 (%)1386 (%)1379 (%)1293 (%)1234 (%)1439 (%)1459 (%)6871 (%)6884 (%)No test36.555.150.857.233.138.440.446.838.239.339.547.3Test more than 3 years ago19.216.89.19.720.619.612.813.013.114.315.214.8Test 1--3 years ago20.113.67.86.810.08.36.34.68.18.210.78.6Once in past year20.912.019.919.119.521.520.318.620.721.920.318.5Repeated in past year3.32.512.57.316.812.320.016.919.916.314.310.8*n* number of participants with known testing status, *CBVCT* community-based voluntary counseling and testing, *SVCT* standard voluntary counseling and testing Table 3Percent testing in the last 12 months by age and genderSiteThailandZimbabweTanzaniaKwaZulu-NatalSowetoAll sitesInterventionCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTn1505 (%)1569 (%)1248 (%)1243 (%)1386 (%)1379 (%)1293 (%)1234 (%)1439 (%)1459 (%)6871 (%)6884 (%)Gender Male19.610.124.614.825.319.031.822.024.025.624.717.8 Female28.619.038.436.344.245.046.745.054.248.542.638.9Age group 18--2423.312.328.023.330.530.138.333.937.034.331.826.9 25--3224.916.436.429.440.536.143.338.544.543.137.331.8Gender and age Men 18--24 years19.09.219.412.122.919.330.020.218.821.122.016.1 Men 25--32 years20.211.131.618.227.518.834.826.130.331.827.819.9 Women 18--24 years28.016.137.435.637.341.345.145.053.246.041.137.5 Women 25--32 years29.121.439.136.848.546.848.845.155.351.243.840.1*n* number of participants with known age, gender, and testing status, *CBVCT* community-based voluntary counseling and testing, *SVCT* standard voluntary counseling and testing

Socio-Demographic and Behavioral Characteristics of Recent Testing {#Sec7}
------------------------------------------------------------------

A higher proportion of youth (18--24 years) in CBVCT communities underwent recent HIV testing independent of site, gender, and all measured socio-demographic and behavioral covariates, (Table [4](#Tab4){ref-type="table"}), including low-risk groups such as those reporting never having had sex. Higher percentages of recent HCT were observed among participants who were sexually active, had at least 10 years of education, or lived in households with medium or high SES.Table 4Percent testing in the last 12 months by explanatory factorsGender, ageMen 18--24 yearsMen 25--32 yearsWomen 18--24 yearsWomen 25--32 yearsInterventionCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTCBVCTSVCTn1643 (%)1734 (%)1422 (%)1396 (%)1738 (%)1747 (%)2068 (%)2007 (%)Years of education 0--517.711.820.213.029.228.934.929.1 6--918.211.127.715.535.735.041.739.3 10--1224.318.430.626.544.839.749.744.9 13 or more24.023.230.422.846.638.246.243.4SES group Low18.111.523.014.439.233.138.436.5 Medium23.217.828.022.042.041.145.439.3 High22.616.831.620.940.934.546.344.8Employment (has income from work) Yes23.516.227.819.141.536.843.640.1 No20.016.028.024.640.738.144.340.2Marital status Married33.526.227.817.640.138.341.538.4 Unmarried20.715.027.921.541.537.246.642.2Ever had sex Yes24.218.128.420.246.542.744.240.6 No14.59.514.813.817.113.722.921.3Number of partners in the last 6 months 016.911.423.012.332.530.848.344.0 129.522.328.122.046.341.342.439.0 219.717.930.422.946.941.253.348.7 3 or more23.517.936.325.960.063.655.633.3*n* number of participants of given gender and age range who reported testing status, *CBVCT* community-based voluntary counseling and testing, *SVCT* standard voluntary counseling and testing

Socio-demographic Predictors of Recent Testing {#Sec8}
----------------------------------------------

The intervention's effect on recent HIV testing was highly significant and varied by both site and gender, but not age (Table [5](#Tab5){ref-type="table"}). The strongest effect was seen in Thailand for men (aOR 2.30; 95% CI 1.85--2.84) and, to a lesser effect, in non-pregnant women (aOR 1.92; 95% CI 1.56--2.36). The intervention had a minimal effect on HIV testing among non-pregnant women in Tanzania (aOR 1.09; 95% CI 0.91--1.30), KwaZulu Natal, South Africa (aOR 1.12; 95% CI 0.91--1.34) and Soweto, South Africa (aOR 1.06; 95% CI 0.89--1.26). Overall, intervention effects were even weaker among women reporting current pregnancy than among non-pregnant women (aOR 0.56, 95% CI 0.39--0.80).Table 5Intervention effect on recent HIV testing (past 12 months) by gender and site: results of multivariate logistic regression modelSiteThailandZimbabweTanzaniaSouth Africa\
KwaZulu-NatalSouth Africa\
Soweton = 13,755n = 3074n = 2491n = 2765n = 2527n = 2898GenderaOR\
\[95% CI\]\
paOR\
\[95% CI\]\
paOR\
\[95% CI\]\
paOR\
\[95% CI\]\
paOR\
\[95% CI\]\
p Males2.30\
\[1.85--2.84\] p\<0.0011.60\
\[1.30--1.97\] p\<0.0011.31\
\[1.07--1.59\]\
p = 0.0071.34\
\[1.10--1.64\] p = 0.0041.27\
\[1.05--1.53\]\
p = 0.012 Females\
(non-pregnant)1.92\
\[1.56--2.36\] p \< 0.0011.33\
\[1.10--1.62\] p = 0.0041.09\
\[0.91--1.30\]\
p = 0.3371.12\
\[0.93--1.34\] p = 0.2181.06\
\[0.89--1.26\]\
p = 0.506Adjusted odds ratio (aOR) for recent HIV testing in CBVCT communities relative to SVCT communities by site and gender with 95% confidence intervals \[95% CI\], and p-values (p) for no intervention effectOverall intervention effects on recent HIV testing were previously reported \[[@CR13]\]aORs were adjusted for marital status, education, employment, SES, sexual activity and condom use

Age was not directly associated with recent testing when socio-demographic and behavioral factors were taken into account. Participants who were not married, including those who reported being single, divorced, separated or widowed, were less likely (aOR 0.64, 95% CI 0.57--0.73) to have been recently tested than participants who reported being currently married. More educated participants, particularly those who had attended at least 10 years of schooling (aOR 1.67, 95% CI 1.42--1.96 relative to a maximum of 5 years of schooling), those who earned money from employment (aOR 1.16, 95% CI 1.06--1.27), and those with the highest site-specific SES (aOR 1.21, 95% CI 1.08--1.36 compared to lowest SES) were all more likely to have tested in the prior 12 months (Table [6](#Tab6){ref-type="table"}).Table 6Socio-demographic predictors of recent HIV testing (past 12 months): results of multivariate logistic regression modelSocio-demographic factorAll participants (n = 13,755)aOR95% CIpYears of education**\<0.0001** 0--5 (baseline level)1.00---- 6--91.281.11--1.48\<0.001 10--121.671.42--1.96\<0.001 13 or more1.681.38--2.04\<0.001SES group**0.0008** Low (baseline level)1.00---- Medium1.030.93--1.150.52 High1.211.08--1.360.001Employment (has income from work)**0.001** Yes (baseline level)1.00---- No0.860.79--0.940.001Marital status**\<0.001** Unmarried (baseline level)1.00---- Married1.551.37--1.75\<0.001Adjusted odds ratio (aOR) for recent HIV testing relative to the baseline level with 95% confidence intervals \[95% CI\], and p-values (p). Bold p-values test the overall effect or the factor. aORs were adjusted for site, intervention, gender, age, and other socio-demographic and behavioral factors

Importantly, the effects of socio-demographic factors on recent HIV testing did not vary significantly between the five sites, between intervention and control communities, between genders, or between age categories (18--24 vs. 25--32 years).

Behavioral Predictors of Recent HIV Testing {#Sec9}
-------------------------------------------

Reporting multiple partners in the past 6 months was the only factor that had an effect on testing rates that varied according to age. Youth, age 18--24 years, with multiple partners were less likely to test (aOR 0.75, 95% CI 0.61--0.92) than youth reporting a single partner. However, older participants, age 25--32 years, with multiple partners were not less likely to test (aOR 1.12, 95% CI 0.91--1.36) compared to older participants with a single partner (Table [7](#Tab7){ref-type="table"}). Men who were not sexually active in the 6 months prior to the interview were less likely to report recent testing (aOR 0.56, 95% CI 0.45--0.69). In sexually active women, testing rates were not associated with patterns of sexual activity (aOR 1.03, 95% CI 0.86--1.25) (Table [7](#Tab7){ref-type="table"}).Table 7Behavioral predictors of recent HIV testing (past 12 months): results of multivariate logistic regression modelBehavioral factorAge 18--24 (n = 6862)Age 25--32 (n = 6893)aOR95% CIpaOR95% CIpNumber of partners in the last six months**0.0070.29** 1 partner (baseline level)1.00----1.00---- multiple partners0.750.61--0.920.0071.120.91--1.360.29Men (n = 6195)Women (n = 7560)Ever had sex**\<0.001\<0.001** Last active \<6 months ago (baseline)1.00----1.00---- Last active \> 6 months ago0.560.45--0.69\<0.0011.030.86--1.250.73 Never been active0.420.32--0.54\<0.0010.260.20--0.33\<0.001Condom use over prior 30 days**0.003\<0.001** Always (baseline level)1.00----1.00---- Almost always1.010.76--1.340.951.260.95--1.680.11 Sometimes0.620.47--0.820.0011.070.84--1.360.60 Rarely0.850.65--1.110.240.810.64--1.040.09 Never0.810.66--0.990.040.710.59--0.84\<0.001Effect of sexual activity and condom use varied with gender. Effect of number of partners varied with ageAdjusted odds ratio (aOR) for recent HIV testing relative to the baseline level with 95% confidence intervals \[95% CI\], and p-values (p). Bold p-values test the overall effect or the factor. aORs were adjusted for site, intervention, gender, age, and other socio-demographic and behavioral factors

In sexually active participants, higher rates of condom use were generally associated with higher rates of recent testing, but the effect was somewhat different in men than in women. Male participants who use condoms about half of the time were less likely (aOR 0.62; 96% CI 0.47--0.82) to have been recently HIV tested compared to regular male condom users. Female participants who used condoms about half the time were not less likely (aOR 1.07; 95% CI 0.84--1.36) to have recently been HIV tested compared to regular female condom users. Both male (aOR 0.81; 95% CI 0.66--0.99) and female (aOR 0.71; 95% CI 0.59--0.84) participants who never used condoms were less likely to have tested for HIV compared to regular condom users.

The reported results were adjusted for site, but not community-level effects. When fixed community effects were added to the model, they were highly significant, but the results for all other predictors were very similar (supplemental table).

Discussion {#Sec10}
==========

This sub-analysis of Project Accept data demonstrates community mobilization, stigma reduction and mobile HTC are successful at reaching many at-risk demographics including youth age 18--24 years and men. Nearly one in three youth age 18--24 years in CBVCT communities reported recent HIV testing. While the proportion of youth tested falls short of UNAIDS' 90--90--90 goal of having 90% of people living with HIV diagnosed, given the study occurred in the early ARV treatment era, having one-third of youth HIV tested is an important start to making HTC normative and serves as an important baseline for future comparisons in this vulnerable age group.

Our analysis overestimates the at-risk population given our inability to account for those participants who do not require ongoing repeat testing due to a long-standing HIV+ status. We therefore underestimate the proportion of at-risk participants who have undergone recent HIV testing. This would disproportionately affect both the older age group, as HIV prevalence increases with age, and exceptionally high-prevalence communities, including both South African sites \[[@CR13]\].

Across all sites, CBVCT appears to be successful in getting young men to test, a group that does not traditionally utilize fixed clinics. Women access fixed clinics for antenatal care, likely explaining the higher proportion of recent HTC among women and the smaller relative impact of CBVCT. Teasing out the effect of CBVCT on women was not possible because previous pregnancy was not assessed in the post-intervention survey and we were therefore unable to isolate the effect of pregnancy on prior HIV testing. Community-based mobile testing may be a particularly useful strategy in the identification of HIV among some high-risk young men, who may be critical to HIV transmission dynamics.

In our model, youth (age 18--24 years) was found to modify the effect of having multiple partners on recent HIV testing across all sites, in both intervention and control communities, and among both genders. Youth with multiple partners in the last six months were less likely to have recently tested for HIV. This may be explained by youth's heightened risk taking behaviors that are partially controlled by the prefrontal cortex \[[@CR26]\] which only reaches full maturity around 24 years of age \[[@CR27]\]. However, prior adult and adolescent studies in developed countries have shown those individuals with multiple partners were more likely to have been HIV tested \[[@CR28]--[@CR30]\]. The studies focused exclusively on youth suggested the health care provider plays a critical role in providing influential information and counseling to at-risk youth \[[@CR29], [@CR30]\]. Health care workers in the developing world may be undertrained in providing youth-friendly services including a supportive, non-judgmental and reassuringly confidential approach to counseling youth \[[@CR4], [@CR12], [@CR20], [@CR31], [@CR32]\]. Addressing this gap in youth-services may be critical in improving HTC among high-risk youth.

HPTN 043 Project Accept includes data from 48 paired communities, across 5 sites, 4 countries and 2 continents, reflecting the diversity of the HIV epidemic and the driving forces behind their local epidemics. This helps to explain the variable intervention effect across different sites and subpopulations. Even still, across all sites, community mobilization and mobile testing increased youth HIV testing rates across all assessed socio-demographic and behavioral subgroups. Similar to studies in the pre-treatment era \[[@CR9]\], higher education, higher SES, income and marriage all remain predictors of HTC uptake across all five sites, despite the diversity among their cultures and HIV epidemics. While CBVCT was successful at increasing testing, other HTC interventions may be necessary to attain universal testing and reach high-risk groups with persistently poor rates of HTC including those populations that are unmarried, less educated, and of lower socio-economic status \[[@CR33], [@CR34]\]. For youth, addressing their age-specific concerns is important. The provision of respectful and supportive counseling in an accepting atmosphere is critical. Confidentiality can be addressed through self-testing. A comfortable testing environment outside of the facility including at social centers, or providing home-based and mobile HTC at youth-targeted community events are important \[[@CR20]\].

Given multiple layers of clustering within site, community pairs, villages and households, we were unable to model correlations between individuals using logistic regression with random effects. The most important level of clustering (communities) was added to the model as fixed effects. This limits generalizability to other communities or even other individuals in these communities. Though estimated parameters should remain similar, the calculated 95% confidence intervals may be too narrow. However, the strongest highly significant effects in our model should not be affected by this limitation.

In our model, lack of HIV testing among youth 18--24 years was attributable to other socio-demographic and behavioral characteristics known to be associated with lower HIV testing rates in all age groups. Importantly, community-based mobile testing did improve HTC uptake in youth including men, who traditionally demonstrate poor utilization of facility-based HTC. Youth with higher sexual risk were less likely to have obtained recent HIV testing. Incorporating this knowledge into youth-friendly HIV prevention messaging, counseling and services is important.

Conclusions {#Sec11}
===========

Mobile HTC was successful in reaching youth, age 18--24 years, an important at-risk population. This was particularly true for young men. Youth 18--24 years with high-risk sexual behavior, including multiple concurrent partners, accessed HTC less commonly in all communities including those with mobile and facility-based HTC. As HTC remains a necessary gateway to both treatment and prevention services; improving the quality of youth-based HTC services may not only improve access for the majority of youth, but also youth with high-risk behavior.
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